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salaries would certainly rest with ?.hat mass1ve document that
we are go1ng to rece1ve somewhere in miu:iarch and t!.at's the
budgetary process. So let's not get our direction «rong as to
what this spec1fic piece ot 1 cislation -«111 do. Please bear
this in mind, number one — it does not call for a salary
i ncrease, n umber t w c — it does not spec' fy the ~ob discriptions
or the Job qual1f1cations of he director of that part1cular
department and number three — the leg1slative contro' is still
contained through the budgetary process. L et' s g r an t t h1 s
b111.

SPEAKER: Is there any further d1scussion?
w arner do you c ar e t o cl o s e ?

SENATOR NARi!ER: Hr. Presi.dent, orly this, Senator Lewis' has
pointed out, tne control still remains in the budget act gust
as we can, use for every and any other off1ce, and again "
would advise you that the director of health 1s the only one
that is set by statute as I understand it or at least about
the only one, legislature took the positior. some years ago
that the other code department should 'oe handled in the budget,
the director of health 1s the only one left without, Senator
Luedtke po1nted out «hat the statutes now 71-2609 very
specif1cally require an N.D. to be the heao of the Department
and to be licensed to oractice in Nebraska, and what we are
talking about in th1s bill is do'ng what many of you have said,
that is treating everybody tne same, this is what we are doing,
is putting that position. the same as others, Senator Marvel
nas pointed out the imoortance of the pay plan, which has had
a Int of work put 1nto it for a good many years, and aga1n to
set a statute, or salary by statute again would go contrary
to pay

I : n o t , S e n a t o r

(End of Belt l9)


